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Part III DETAILED ACTION 

Drawings . 

1. The drawings are objected to because Figures 1-4 are not 
designated by a legend such as "Prior Art", as described in the 
BACKGROUND of the invention (see page 1, line 31; page 2, 

line 23; page 3, lines 1 and 10). The legend is necessary in 
order to clarify what applicant's invention is. MPEP 
§ 608*02 (g) , Correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112 f second 
paragraph, as being -indefinite for failing to particularly point 
out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

- As per claim 1: The step "returning said open window to 
said original position based upon said list" is confusing since 
the window is closed in the preceding step ("receiving. . .an 
indication that said open window is to be closed..."), thus it i 
confusing as to whether the window is closed or still open, and 
how the closed window is placed in its original open position 
among the cascaded windows. A similar problem is found in 
claim 4 ("closing said first open window...; placing said first 
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open window behind said second open window ♦ ) . Claims 2-3 
and 5 are rejected for being dependents of the rejected claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. § 103 which forms 
the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office 
action: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not 
identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject 
matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was made. 

Subject matter developed by another person, which qualifies 
as prior art only under subsection (f) or (g) of section 102 
of this title, shall not preclude patentability under this 
section where the subject matter and the claimed invention 
were, at the time the invention was made, owned by the same 
person or subject to an obligation of assignment to the same 
person. 

4. Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being 
unpatentable over Bates et al., US patent #5,377,317. 

- As per claims 1, 4: Bates et al. teach a method for 
displaying cascaded windows based on its priority, from most to 
least. The topmost window is the window with highest priority 
(see figure 2C) . A window list is generated for the window 
display priority (see figure 2D) . The list provides an 
indication of whether or not a window is in its original 
position. When a window is in focus, it will be removed from its 
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original position and displayed distinctively on the screen and 
not overlapped by the others. When the window is no longer in 
focus, the window is return to its original position according to 
the windows list. It is noted that in Bates et al. the window 
priority is varied dependent on the amount of time each of the 
window is active. However, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, to 
implement a fixed priority for the windows thus to display the 
cascaded windows in a fixed order. L-'jee et"?i. tail tc clorrrly". 
voach the generating an indicator of whetue ; a window, '^ 'ir: > 
original position. 

- As per claims 2, 3: Each window is associated with a 
window name or identifier. " Bates et al. fail to explicitly teach 
the comparing of the window identifier with the window list, 
however since the window is to be return to its original position 
within the others following by priority order, it would appears 
that the system must determines the window position by comparing 
the window name with the window list. Thus the comparing step is 
implicitly included in Bates et al. 

- As per claim 5: When a window is in focus and being 
displayed in a position different from its original position, it 
implicitly included that the rest of the window remains its 
display priority on the display. For example, when "Quicken" is 
in focus, "Exel" will be overlapped by "Turbo Tax" window. 
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As per claims 6, 7: Claims 6 and 7 are apparatus claims 



which recite the components corresponding to the steps of the 
method claims 1 and 2, thus are rejected for the similar reason 
as set forth in the rejection of claims 1 and 2. 



5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Huynh-Ba 
whose telephone number is (703) 305-9794. 



Huynh-Ba 
January 9, 1996 
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The drawings submitted with this application were declared 
informal by the applicant Accordingly they have not been 
reviewed by a draftsperson at this time. When formal 
drawings are submitted, the draftsperson will perform a 
review. 

Direct any inquires concerning drawing review to the Drawing 
Review Branch (703) 305-8404. 
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